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SERMON. 



DEUT. 11: 18-21. 

*<THERePOfftE SHALL YE LAY UP THESE MY WORDS IN YOUR HEART AND IN YOUR SOUL, 
AVD BIND THEM FOR A SIGN UPON YO¥R HAND, THAT THEY MAY BE AS FRONTLETS BETWEEN 
YOUR EYES. 

And YE SHALL TEACH THEM YOUR CHILDREN, SPEAKING OF THEM WHEN THOU SITTEST IN 
THINE HOUSB> AND WHEN THOU WALKEST BY THE WAY, WHEN THOU LIEST J)OWN, AND 
WHEN THOU RI8EST UP. 

And THOU SHALT write them upon the door-posts op thine HOUSE, AND UPON THY 
«ATES ; 

That your days may be multiplied, and the days op your children, rsr the land 
WHICH the Lord sware unto your fathers to give them, as the days of heaven 

VPON THE EARTH." 

When these words were uttered, nations were not so large as they are 
now, and the people did not live so thick, and the forms of governments 
were diflferent, and there were few points of resemblance, m external 
aflfairs generally, with the present age ; but men were men then as now, 
very much like us in the fundamental traits; God was God, the same 
yesterday as to-day, and the principles of his administration over the 
world of mind as well as matter, moral gravitation as well as {^ysical ; 
the forces that hold societies, as well as the forces that hold the stars in 
order, were pretty much the same they are now, I take it. And so these 
4statements respecting the conditions of political prosperity, which we 
cull from the ancient Hebrew literature, and which some tell us are out 
of date, applicable to states of society long gone by, are, when stripped of 
their accidents, as true in their essential principles to-day as when they 
were first uttered. 

The text enjoins the duty of teaching the principles of the national 
religion to the children, and declares that the prosperity and perpetuity 
of the State is conditioned on compliance with this requirement. Noth- 
ing is here said of the way it shall be done. In some way it must be 
done. 

I propose to defend the use of the Bible in our public schools as a po- 
litical necessity. On no other ground can the requirement that the Bi- 
ble shall be read in schools supported by the State, be justified. 



? u» iii*T ttiiT ttt iTiTi* ta#^ "j^*-- er:**!^ vniiair T^smc la sbk nsacr- 

litiC «. jr-'^'*'iJiii*^u'» vi.«'*i isb* liw: o*'' ••-!. He BUSiiurr;^ iron. & 

k iftT.iVijr u^wiiKT*. Iniii** arr.*ma»*.*'L ii iini Hit mUhimc.. "•rnia -^a* 
•in*iC life tt lit •»! •r«'»t it i»*r i*-f::«-iir:ur»r ; irn: xiHr t^i^l nf vDUT'jrT sue 

tvV;1 U.»r ♦•*f*su^^ «/ Vijk %A\\'A^ zzii ^Tt ti«t XB^nuaftZ arms d^uiisB 
ff^/m Ma Vy ti^sai. But bk«:^tl«rl«9£:. at iiusL desEr^j^ i^ ^ia: of mt peD- 
f.^iu*''tj^ Ixrle'v^. K^^t b^aauKte auK^itr xdflbe fee cz|:<edx»qr. ftar 
UA/k xh^: yjit^s€ <A d'*xr. %iA trt ko^ tLu mrzuiiliijt kinr^os. v^ose idem 
waut f^'Vrf- anjd V> wjuv** pc;»*T wkfc g:^ta tbe dcn5i3c« of ihe wc^iid, 
i<>,.« fff/Mi jU tsfjief^^SL^it^ uiider Ukt a.'rtk/B of tlua Ldiw wLicSu in i^- esse 
</f uattkM^ a* w*;.! MM of BMs, luu^ Ih^kiA oDgodlinesB whk dunmtSoii ! 
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*:ruw*Mi ^^o 1^ Miaurtaibed on i,LlL<^j^hlcaL\ grounds. Tro eorrebme 
kUam ar^ \m\t\\kA m the Ttry notion ef goTeniment, i^ght and ol*liga- 
tfOft ; ti^i nfAi on tti« (lart of the stale to commaiid, tlie oblisatioD of 
ih^ 'Mz^Oi to (Af^y. Wbaoee imw is the right to gorem deriTed? Is the 
miih/mty i/[ the gorerDment from the consent of the goremed ? If so, 
no man m t\^i\Xix\\y gov<>rned without his individual ooneent, and the 
ffiid/ltitt of a eountrjr have onlj to withhold their consent in order ri^i- 
fu lly to liv« without any government, in a state of complete lawlessness 
an^l anar<;hjr. Why w the citizen under obligation to obey the laws of 
the lan/l 7 Can the will of the human magistrate create obligation ? 
The majority can make laws and enforce them through fear of punish- 
ment. But right and obligation are matters of conscience : of con- 
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■science, as the exponent of the divine will ; of conscience " that summit 
of our natures where it touches God." No (rod, then no moral obliga- 
tion. Might makes right is the only principle of government that athe- 
ism can logically allow. Duty is a word without meaning ; and where 
there is no sense of moral obligation to obey the laws, but only fear, the 
government has no true basis of authority and no living hold on the loy- 
alty and allegiance of its subjects. Hence the state is powerless, for all 
the true purposes of the state, as wielding a moral authority for the pro- 
tection of the rights of men, unless it be grounded in some kind of re- 
ligious faith. *' The divine right of kings " has been exploded; the di- 
vine right of governments never can be. " The powers that be are or- 
dained of God." 

II. The state, as necessary to its self-preservation, must recognize in 
its acts the religion which is the basis of its authority, and see to it that 
the principles of that religion, as far as they determine the administra- 
tion of the government, are known to all its subjects. 

This proposition follows logically from the foregoing. If there be a 
national religion — a system of religious belief which is the organic ba- 
\sis of the state, and whose principles enter into the laws of the Land, 
then so far forth, these principles must be known and acknowledged, or 
the government has no security of remaining the kiiid of government it 
is. Nothing here depends, in any particular case, on the question 
whether the national religion be true or false. A government which rests 
•on the Mohammedan faith, as the source of its authority and princi- 
ples, must profess and proclaim its creed, in its acts and institutions, or 
fail to preserve its individuality. It must, in some way, teach its re- 
ligion. If it establish public schools to train children for citizenship, it 
ought to teach in those schools what the religion is from which it de- 
rives its authority and the spirit of its laws. The Koran should be 
read and explained so far as it contains the principles of civil and politi- 
cal justice which the government adopts and enforces. It is unjust and 
unsafe not to do this. 

It does not follow from the above position that the state may right- 
fully impose its beliefs and modes of worship on its subjects — re- 
quire all to assent to the truth of the religion and practice its precepts 
in their private lives. It is enough if the citizens know what the 
creed of the government is, and consent to be governed by the Laws. 
So far as they do not hinder loyalty and obedience, the government may 
and should tolerate all creeds and modes of worship. Beyond this the 
most liberal government cannot yield to the individual conscience with- 
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out destroy' ing itself. The position taken by a writer in the Catholic 
World that " secular authority must yield to conscience," is subversive 
of all government. If the individual conscience \a to be supreme, uo 
law or order is possible. It' any citizen cannot be loyal to the estab- 
lished government he may leave the country, or at least may su£fer for 
conscience' sake. But the state has no alternative but to enforce its 
laws, or cease to be. 

But what else, it may be asked, is this than the odious principle of per- 
secution ? When the state enacts and enforces laws for the purpose of sc- 
ouring uniformity of religious belief and worship, and with reference to 
the spiritual interests of men, it has departed from the proper function of 
the state and is invading the sphere of individual liberties. This is perse- 
icutiou, this is tyranny. This is what both Catholic and Protestant powers 
were doing in the sixteenth century. This is what makes the pages of his- 
tory so horrible and bloody. The propagation of religious truth is not an 

end of govcrniiiont. Tlie relation of religion to the state is that of means 
to an end. The relutioii of religion to the church is that of end to 

liicaus. It is because of these different relations of religion to the state 
and the church that we object to the union of the two, and not because, 
as some say, the state has nothing to do with religion. The oflSce of the 
btate is to protect individual liberties as far as consistent with public or- 
der. It may use religion as a means of maintaining its authority, and 
may teach religion as far as necessary to self-preservation, and no far- 
ther. Doubtless the eternal salvation of the soul transcends all tempo- 
ral interests, but the state has not the care and cure of souls in its 
icharge. It may not, therefore, attempt to regulate belief and worship 
by statute, but can only protect all in their liberty to believe and wor- 
ship as they please. But it may and ought to secure that the principles 
of its religion, so far as they determine the character of the govarnment 
and its laws, shall be known and outwardly observed. 

III. The system of religion taught in the Bible is the basis of our 
government. The recognition of the Supreme Being, and the Bible, as 
A revelation of his will, lies at the foundation of the state. Because 
4.he state supports no particular church organisation and favors po relig- 
ious sect, it is said we have no national religion* This is a grave mis- 
take. 

" In all cases," says Daniel Webster, " there is nothing that we look 
for with more certainty, thau this general principle : that chrisU^nity 
is part of the Law of the Land." Judge Duncan of the Supreme Court 
of Pennsylvania, said, *' Christianity is, and always has been, a part of 
/the common law." Judge Story says, speaking of the adoption of the 



constitution of the United States, ** The attempt to level all religions, 
and to make it a matter of state policy to hold all in utter indiflference, 
would have created universal disapprobation." Judge Storer, in the re- 
cent decision granting an injunction on the act of the School Board of 
Cincinnati, prohibiting the use of the Bible in the citj schools, says : 
*Slt is the Christian religion that is recognized by the constitution. The 
Legislature has sustained this by exempting the family Bible from exe- 
cution ; by providing that each apprentice shall be provided with one ; 
that a Bible shall be in the hands of every inmate of a jail, peniten- 
tiary or reformatory institution. All this at the public expense. Nay, 
more, our halls of legislation and our courts of juslice are supplied with 
copies of the Bible. We conclude that the revealed religion of the Bi- 
ble is that meant by the constitution and has been recognized by the con- 
stitution, and has been recognized by the legislation of the General As- 
sembly." 

Other authorities to the same effect might be quoted, showing that 
the religion of the Bible is basis of the American state, and the su- 
preme law of the land. Any enactment, inconsistent with the Bible, 
would be pronounced unconstitutional hy the courts. You will find in 
the statute books of all the states of this nation laws whose only sanc- 
tion is the authority of the scriptures, and it is difficult to understand 
how any intelligent mind can fail to see that Christianity, according to 
the Bible, and net according to church traditions or Papal infalibility, 
is of the very substance of the state, and the source of the principles of 
civil and political justice, that determine the government of the land. 

Further, I maintain not only that this is a Christian, in distinction 
from a pagan state — but it is a Protestant^ and not a Catholic state. I 
deny the statement of #he writer in the Catholic World that " the 
American state is as much Catholic as it is Protestant, and really har- 
monizes far better with Catholicity than with Protestantism." When I 
say this is a Protestant government, I do not mean that it has the propa- 
gation of any system of religion as its end. I willingly consent that 
** the state has no right to make itself a proselyting institution for or 
against Protestantism." Religion is not the end for which the state ex- 
ists. Its business is to secure for the individual liberty of thought and 
belief and action ; the largest liberty consistent with public order. It 
has nothing to do in regulating the private beliefs, and promoting the 
spiritual interests of men, any more than it has with individual culture 
and enjoyment. This government is ^free government, granting liberty 
of faith and worship, not only to all christian sects, but to pagans and 
infidels, so long as they do nothing subversive of the social and political 
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order. But in its hi»torical origin ; in its taking the Bible, not the tra- 
ditions of men for its creed, so far as it touches the question of civil 
rights and duties ; and in its policy of placing the Bible in the hands of 
all the people, this state has been, is now, and Grod grant it may be for- 
ever, a Protestant state. 

Since this government is a Protestant Christian government, the law 
of self-preservation requires that it should recognize God, in its official 
acts and in its institutions, and see that the principles oi its religion are 
in some way made known to all the subjects of the government. So far 
the state is bound to teach its religion ; and when we take into account 
the fact that oar government is in the hands of the people, and its form 
may be changed any moment by a major vote, thefnecessity of di£fusing a 
knowledge of the Bible, if the present character of the state is to be 
preserved, is doubly imperative. 

In many ways the government has hitherto recognized Protestant 
Christianity as the basis of Jts existence and the source of its authority. 
But the most important means employed by the state to teach its religion, 
is the use of the Bible in the public schools. 

The time has now come in which a change is demanded by a portion 
of the people, and an attempt is made to have the Bible excluded from 
the school room, and with it all religious acts and instructions. This 
change is required, ostensibly, on account of the conscientious objections 
of the Catholic citizens to their children's reading the Bible, or listen- 
ing to any act of Protestant worship. The position taken is this. We 
are taxed to support public schools. In these schools, as now managed, 
the Bible is read and the children required to participate in religious 
services that are contrary to the rules of our church and our conscience. 
Expel, then, religion from the common schools, or exempt us from tax- 
ation, or give us our portion of the public funds, to be used in maintain- 
ing schools, where we can teach our children our own religion. 

The claim has, at first blush, an air of fairness about it. But when 
the animus of the movement is understood, it will be seen to imperil the 
perpetuity of the government. 

We must understand the extent of the change required to make the 
schools unobjectionable to our catholic citizens. No Bible is to be read 
or seen ; no prayer offered ; no sacred hymn sung ; no instruction in re- 
ligious truths, directly or indirectly, is to have place in the public schools. 

The Western Watchman, a Roman Catholic paper, published in St. 
Louis, says : 

" The much vexed question of Bible reading in the public schools of 
Cincinnati is at length settled. . . . The resolution of the board is 



swvcping ; and not only is the Bible excluded, bat all hymns, prayers, 
and whatever else savors of religion. Books, too, ia which Christianity 
is taught, must be replaced or expurgated, and no vestige of religious 
truth can be allowed to disgrace the hallowed preciseis of the school 
room. , Protestants, for th& fiurst time in the history of «ur state school 
system, are taught that no religion, not even thai weak dilation of it 
which we call Puritanism, is compatible with the well«bewg of their 
much extolled institution. Our school instruction nast be pvsely mate* 
rialistic. If the name of the Author of Christianity is mentioned at alU 
He must be spoken of as one of the men who figured prominently in his*^ 
tory, as we would speak of Mohammed, Julius Csesar, or Napoleon.. 
Under no circumstances may we hiftt to the child that the great preacher 
and teacher was God. We may not even tell him that he has a soul, or 
that there is any code of morality outside the statutes of the city and 
the records of the Police Courts. There must be nothing in the char- 
acter or surroundings of our schools which might offend a Jew, a Mo- 
hammedan, a disciple of Confucius, or a common infidel. Our state has 
no religion, and our schools can have none."* • 

Thus completely are the public schools to be purified from the poison- 
ous influences of Protestant religion. And what then 7 Are our Cath- 
olic citizens going to be satisfied, and join with us in supporting and 
sending their children to be educated in these schools ? Not at all. The 
schools would then be unobjectionable for wha^ they are, but even more 
unsatisfactory, to the Catholics, for what they are not. This is manifest 
from the following sentences cited from Catholic writers. '' The Catho- 
lics would not be satisfied with the public schools, even if the Protestant 
Bible and every vestige oft religious instruction were banished from 
them." " Exclude every sectarian exercise, and wholly secularize the 
schools ! let them teach nothing of religion, and be confined solely to 
secular education ; and what is the result 7 The system is even more 
objectionable than before." What the Catholics want is schools, where 
they can educate their children, under the regimen of the church, in re- 
ligion as well as in secular knowledge. I quote the following from an 
article in the Catholic World, published in The Advance : " We value 
no education that is divorced from religion and religious culture. We 
object to them [the schools] not merely because they teach more or less 
of the Protestant religion, but on the ground that we cannot teach 
freely our religion, and train up our children, in them, to be true and 
unwavering Catliolics." 

The animus of this whole movement, so far as it comes from the Cath- 



*It is proper that I should say that the above citations, and most others in these 
pages, are not taken from the original sources, but are cited, at second ,hand, from the 
pamphlet of Rev. Dr. Clark and other publications, of such character that I have no 
reason to doubt their entire correctness. 
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olics, is uDCompromisiDg hostility to public Bchools, as under the direc- 
tion of the state. The following utterances will make this plain. "The 
Catholic solution of this muddle about Bible or no Bible in schools is, — 
' hands off/ — no state taxation or donation for any schools." " W^^^^^ 
education to bo the function of the church, not of the state; we do not, 
and will not, accept the stato as educator." ** Education is not the work 
of the state at all. The school tax is, in itself, an imposition." " Let 
the public school system go where it came from — the devil. We want 
Christian schools, and the state cannot tell us what Christianity is." 
«( We of course deny the competency of the state to educate, to say 
what shall or shall not be taught in the public schools, as we deny its 
competency to say what shall or shall not be the religious belief and disci- 
pline of its citizens. We, of course, utterly repudiate the popular doc- 
trine that so-called secular education is the function of the state." 

The truth is, the system of public schools, under the control of the 
state, either with or without the Bible, is an abomination to the Catholic 
authorities. They have found that their children, educated with Pro- 
testant children, in unsectarian schools, educated out from under the 
strict supervision of their church, grow up to think for themselves, and 
become, if not Protestants, less bigoted and manageable subjects of ec- 
clesiastical rule. The public schools are a hindrance to Catholic prepa- 
gandism. They know and confess it. " This subject," (of the public 
schools,) says one of their writers, " contains in it the whole question of 
the progress and triumph of the Catholic Church in the next genera- 
tion." Hence the necessity of abolishing, in some way, the present 
school system. How shall it be done? Expurgate all religion from the 
schools, and so make them worthless, for any purpose, and unworthy the 
esteeiu and support of any body ; and the whole system will speedily 
perish from the land. The design is shrewd and far seeing, well worthy 
of Jesuitism. Its success will be the death of our national liberties. 

I have no interest in misrepresenting the views and intentions of our 
Catholic citizens. Doubtless there is a difference of opinion among the 
leaders of the Romanist party, on this subject. That I may not seem 
to overlook this fact, allow a word, on an article in the Catholic World, 
that has come under my eye since the delivery of this discourse. 

The writer of this article pronounces in favor of public schools. He 
praises universal education, and as this will not be provided, except at 
the public expense, the state ought to establish schools for the education 
of all the children, and support them by a tax on the property of all, 
j This is essential to the security of the state as well as the highest inter- 

) ests of individuals. Further, religion should be taught in the schools. 
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Education divorced from religion is wortkless ^r any purposed Bat 
what religion shall be taught ? That the state cannot say. The writer 
deaies the competency of the state to determine what shall be taught in 
its owii schools, or to regulate their discipline. What is the conclusion? 
Not that the school should be made wholly secular. Not that the sys- 
tem of public schools should be abandoned, and education entrusted to 
families and voluntary associations ; but this, viz : The state is to furnish 
money for the support of separate schools for every religious sect, whose 
conscience requires them ; and then give up the management and instruc- 
tion of these schools to the control of the denominations. ' 

The absurdity of this position is sufficiently glaring. I cannot believe 
that any sensible Catholic does not know that such an endless division 
and multiplication of schools would destroy the real value of the system 
of public instruction, and lead to its speedy abandonment. It is idle to 
say that only Catholics, perhaps Jews, will want separate schools. There 
would be no end to the denominational schools that would be demanded. 

But waving this, I take issue with the fundamental position ol that 
article. I deny that, " The state, with all its powers and functions, ex- 
ists for religion, and is, in all its action subordinated to the eternal end 
of man." Teaching religion, or providiog means to teach religion, (or 
any thing else for that matter,) as an end^ and with reference to the 
spiritual interests of men, is no business of the state. For the state, re- 
ligion is demeans, for the maintenance of its authority; and it is to pro- 
fess and teach only those religious ideas that need to be known, as con- 
ditional of loyalty and good citizenship. With religion, as a private 
concern, it has no other relation than it has with private industry and 
wealth, viz, protection. The notion of the state lending itself as a ser- 
vant to the various religious sects, that may chance to exist wi hin its 
borders^ is too absurd for any reasonable man to entertain for a moment. 

I have thus far discussed the Catholic demand for a change in our 
public school arrangements, and shown, I think, that it intends, or if not, 
implies, the overthrow of the system. Believing, as I do, that the 
American people mean to maintain this school system, which is the 
strong pillar of support for our free institutions, any demand for a change 
in the present regimen of the schools in the interests of Catholicism, de- 
serves, and will receive, but slight consideration at our hands. 

But are there not some reasons that render it expedient to demit the 
use of the Bible and prayers in the schools of the state ? 

1. The position taken by some, who would exclude religion from the 
public schools, viz, that the state has nothing to do with religion and the 
teaching of religion, is controverted by the propositions laid down at the 
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beginning of this discourse. The idea of a state existing, and fulfilling 
its office in utter indifference to all religious beliefs, tolerating all relig- 
ions, and (paring for none, is one of the wildest notions that ever found 
lodgment in the brain of a politician. Such a state is without precedent 
in history, and philosophically, a demonstrable impossibility, so long as 
man is a moral and religious being. Ours is certainly not «uch a state. 
The belief in a Supreme being, the source of all law and authority, " by 
whom kings reign and princes decree justice,'* and the acceptance of the 
Bible as its n.'vealcd will, are the basis and formative ideas *of our gov« 
ennment — the animating spirit and the life, blood of all our crvil institu- 
titms. Hence if the state is to continue the kind, of state it now is, it 
is necessary that a knowledge of the precepts of the Bible, as far as 
they enter into the structure of the government and the laws, should be 
diffused among all the people. The security of our political institutions 
requires so much ; a requirement all th« more urgent from the fact tliat 
every citizen is a law-maker as well as a subject. 

But why not leave this matter of teaching religion to families, 
churches, or other voluntary associations? Because there is no assur- 
ance that it will be universally done, but every reason to know that it 
will not be, with respect to a large portion of the population. '* Uni- 
versal suffrage is a mischievous absurdity without universal education, 
and universal education is not practicable unless provided for at the pub- 
lic expense." The state has no right to entrust a matter so essential to 
its own well-being, and very existence, to the individual will. Sir Wil- 
liam Berkley, of Virginia, wrote, in 1671, " I thank Grod there are no 
free schools. Every man instructs his children according to his ability." 
A method, Mr. Bancroft adds, " which left the children of the ignorant 
to hopeless ignorance." To remedy this evil, so fatal to a free popular 
government, public schools hivve beea 'Established in most of the states, 
and are soon to become universal. 

The same reason that makes it necessary for the state to provide means 
for the education of all the childres, renders it incumbent on the state 
to regulate the discipline and matter e^ instruction in the public schools. 
If this be left to be determined by particular communities and religious 
sects, as tli« Oatholics would have it, what guaranty has the state that 
religious doctrines, and ideas of civil obligation, will not be taught, that 
are entirely inconsistent with and subversive of the present character of 
the government ? 

I take it tkat the public schools are supported and managed, not pri- 
marUy in the interest of the individual, but in the interests of the state. 
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Whatever good may aocnie to individaal welfare, the end which the 
sta1;e has in view, in the use of the schools, is qualification for loyalty 
and good citizenship. On no other grounds can schools for the imparta- 
tion of secular knowledge, supported by tax upon all, be justified. I 
deny the right of the state to take my money to educate my neighbors' 
children, on the ground that such education is for their personal benefit. 
Unless intelligence, a certain degree of intelligence, is essential to good 
citizenship and the security of our civil institutions, the public school 
tax is an unrighteous burden imposed oif the private purse. I pay my 
'school tax willingly, for the same reason I do any tax, to support a nec- 
essary part of the machinery of government. The same reason for the 
-state's teaching secular knowledge, makes it necessary that it should 
teach its own religion in the school, so far as its principles enter into the 
government and law of the land. Yea more necessary, inasmuch as ideas 
of religion and civil duty, in harmony with the genius of the state, are 
far more important, as qualification for good citizenship, than a knowl- 
•edge of arithmetic and geography. 

I am sure that many who think and discuss this subject of the Bible 
in the schools for and against, misapprehend the end for which its use 
is required. The Bible is not read and religious services performed in 
the schools as a means of forming the character and promoting the spir- 
itual and eternal well being of men. The state has nothing to do di- 
rectly with saving souls. This is tlie work pf churches, families, indi- 
vidual Christians. It is doubtless Irue that in the establishment of the 
first free schools in the New England colonies, religion, for its own sake, 
and with reference to the spiritual welfare of souls, was prominently an 
end, though not the ardy end, in view. But the system of public schools 
as now maintained, by a tax upon the property of all, cannot be justified 
on any such ground. The state has nothing to do with any mere private 
interest. Its business is to 'protect individuals in their rights of life, 
liberty and pursuit of happiness, temporal and eternal. It may some 
times aid science and private industrial enterprise, but it does this, not 
as part of its legitimate office, but only by courtesy. 

2. It is objected by some that requiring the reading of the Bible in 
the schools is inconsistent with the American idea of universal religious 
toleration. Our Catholic brethren have a good deal to say, just now, 
about the state tyrannizing over the rights of conscience. They style it 
very " un-American." This is quite enough to frighten some who are 
sensitive to any imputation on the freedom of our institutions, and whose 
conception of liberty is so liberal as to be wholly impracticable, and in- 
volve the loss of all real liberty. In the social state no individual rights 



14 

aod liberties can be secured without some governmeDt. And do govern- 
ment may be so concessive to the caprices of individual conscience as to 
imperil its own existence. It must maintain its authority in order to 
be able to protect private rights. It can allow nothing inconsistent with 
its being, and continuing to be, the kind of government it is. It is high 
time that the friends of American institutions were on their guard against 
an impracticable and delusive theory of toleration. It is not true that 
our government is so flexible as never, in any supposable case, to interfere 
with the dictates of individual conscience. No government can be. 
When a man's religious belief requires him to perform acts that the 
laws of th« state forbid, or to refuse to do what the state requires, he, 
not the state, must yield. 

But, in the name of common sense, what reasoTiable right of con- 
science is interfered with in our common schools. Prayer is offered to 
God in the name of Jesus Christ. But the children are not required to 
participate in it as an act of worship, — should not be. Prayer in the 
school by the teacher, who is an officer of the state, is just what it is 
when offered in Congress by the government's chaplain ; an act of pub- 
lic recognition of that God in whose authority the state rules. The chil- 
dren in the schools are not required to believe the truths that are read 
from the Bible. They are only required to know, and accept, in their 
civil application, the precepts it contains. As to any infringements of 
liberty of conscience, it might as well be objected to the reading of the 
constitution and the statute book in the schools. The Bible is read that 
the children may learn what the principles and spirit of the government 
are. Beyond this every one is at liberty to believe and worship as he 
chooses ; unless, for sooth, he thereby violate some law of the land. 
Larger liberty than this is possible only by the abrogation of all gov- 
ernment. 

Suppose this government should become papal or pagan, as it would, 
if papists or pagans should outnumber Protestants ; and suppose it should 
require that the religious ideas on which the government is founded 
should be taught in the schools, as it would, and ought to, and yet made 
no attempt to impose its creed and worship upen individuals, but left all 
free to believe and worship as they please, who, choosing to live in this 
country, would have any right to complain ? If the Komanists gain the 
ascendancy in this country I should expect they would teach their re- 
ligion in the public schools. They ought to, so far as necessary to the 
maintenance of the new kind of government. I could only hope they 
would grant the same liberty of belief and worship which is now granted 
t6 all religious sects. I am afraid they would not. 
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This hue and cry about the infringement of the rights of conscience 
in the public schools, coming from a party, whose cardinal principle is 
the denial of all religious liberty, is exceedingly offensive. Eead the 
following extracts : 

Bishop O'Connor, of Pittsburg, says, " Religious liberty is merely 
endured until the opposite can be carried into effect without peril to the 
Catholic world." 

The Archbishop of St. Louis said, »* If the Catholics ever gain — 
which they surely will — an immense numerical majority, religious free- 
dom in this country will be at an end." 

The Catholic Review, in January, 1852, said, " Protestantism, of ev- 
ery ibrm, has not, and never can have, any right where Catholicity is 
triumphant ; and therefore we lose the breath we expend in declaiming 
against bigotry and intolerance, and in favor of religious liberty, or the 
right of any man to be of any religion as best pleases him." 

No right of conscience is denied the. Catholics in this land, nnless it 
be a violation of their conscience to live under a government which 
takes the Bible, and not the creed of Rome, for its rule of legislation, 
and puts loyalty to the state, in civil affairs, above loyalty to the Pope. 
This I suppose is contrary to the conscience of the Jesuits, But no relief 
is possible except the overthrow of the present form of the government 
and the establishment of a papal one. Then their consciences will have 
liberty ; but God have mercy on the rest of us ! 

As yet, thank Heaven, this nation is a Protestant Christian nation ; 
the government is a Protestant government, and because it is, this is a 
land of liberty and religious toleration. It opens its doors to welcome 
all sects and offers to protect them in the enjoyment of their religion, 
requiring only obedience to the laws. Whatever of freedom is enjoyed 
here, depends on the peculiar religious character of our institutional. 
That they may be preserved, the Bible must be an open book, known 
and read of all. .On this ground let the state insist on its use in the 
public schools. 

3. It is urged that by excluding the Bible and all religion from the 
schools, we shall take away the pretext for this Catholic clamor, and unite 
all the non-Catholic people, religious and irreligious, in support of the 
public schools. Our public school system, it is claimed, is in danger of 
being overthrown. We are weak because we stand on doubtful ground. 
Let us retreat and take up a perfectly tenable position, around which we 
can rally all friends of public, education. Then we shall be able to pre- 
serve the sysfem of common schools so essential to our national existence. 

Now it is manifest, from what has been already said, that no change we 
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may make in our schools is going to satisfy the Catholics and persuade 
them to unite with Protestants in the education of their children. Noth- 
ing is gained, in this regard, by making them Bibleless. But shall we 
gain a larger sympathy and support for the system of public schools, from 
the non-religious friends of education, by the proposed change 1 I think 
not. While we might win the approval of a few atheistical men and ad- 
vocates of a Godless science, we should aHenate the affection of the great 
and powerful body of the American people, who believe that a system of 
education from which all religious ideas are excluded, is of little value 
for purposes of state, as well as individual benefit. To preserve the 
schools on this condition is to preserve thenifby first stripping- them of all 
that makes them worth preserving. It is to consign the whole system to 
merited oblivion. 

But further : I do not believe the time has come, or ever will come, 
when the alternative is upon us, to exclude the Bible or give up our pub- 
lic school system. When 1 review the history of this school »ystcm, and 
see what it has done for the government, planting it on the solid founda- 
tions of popular intelligence and virtue ; when I see how universal these 
common schools have become already, and how deeply they are planted 
in the heart of the American people, and prized, as the strong pillar of 
our national liberties, the thought, that this beneficent system of educa- 
tion is going to be abandoned at tho clamor of a few Catholic leaders, 
seems cowardly. We are going to preserve the public schools, and pre- 
serve them unchanged. In spite of the increase of pagan and Romanist 
immigration, I believe there is moral force enough in the heart of Protest- 
ant America to assimilate all these foreign elements and religions, so far 
as to preserve the present character of our political organization and in- 
stitutions intact. At all events, an open Bible in our schools is essen- 
tial to this end, and I think we had better hold our ground as long as we 
can. If the Chinese, unchristianized, ever become a majority, tbey will 
establish an idolatrous government. If the Komanists become a majori- 
ty they will set up a papal government, and we must submit. But, for 
the present, I think we had better stand by our Colors and not surrender 
till we are beaten. For thirty-six millions of Protestants, in this proud- 
est moment of our national history, to stand trembling and truckling to 
the audacity of a few bigoted Eomanists, and be scared, or wheedled, 
into taking out of the public schools that, which is the very nerve of 
their power, will be an everlasting shame to the Republic. 

4. There is one more consideration which is often mentioned in the 
the discussion of this subject. It is said that the use of the Bible m 
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the schools, as DOW used, amounts to little or Dothiog; so little as to 
make the retaining it of trifling importance. 

Now in the influence it may have upon the spiritual character and 
welfare of the pupils, I confess the religious instruction given in our pub- 
lic schools is not very great. We do not depend on the, public school 
for this good. 'This is not the end for which the state requires the Bible 
to be read and prayer offered. But for the purposes of the state, the 
opening of the schools, each day, by a formal recognition of God in an 
act of prayer, and the hamng a Bible in the school roona, and reading a 
portion of it Saily, in the sight and hearing of the children, these acts, 
as means of impressing their minds with the fcuct that the state recog- 
nizes God as the source of its authority, and the Bible, as the revelation 
of His will and the exponent of the principles on which the government 
is administered, have an immense educating power. Ev.'ry day, during 
the whole term of their common school training, the most impressible 
period of life, the children are reminded that the government under 
which they live, acknowledges the religion of the Bible. Let the pro- 
posed change be made ; not a prayer be ever heard, not a Bible seen, 
not a word respecting God, a divine law, moral obligation, the soul and 
eternity, be found in any book in the schools, and no one need be told 
— certainly no Catholic^ that the value of the schools, as supports to a 
Protestant goverament, llnd means of resisting the encroachment of pa- 
pal domination, would be immeasurably less than it now is. 

1 must pause. I have gone rapidly over this important subject, touch- 
ing only here and there a point. I have said nothing of the influence 
of the Bible upon private culture and character, for this advantage, al- 
beit of pre-eminent importance, is not the end for which the state re- 
quires the use of the Bible in its schools. 

I have studiously avoided all exaggeration, or impassioned declamation. 
I hjive meant to discuss the question calmly, and on rational principles. 
The conclusion I have reached is that the plan of making our common 
sjhnol instruction wholly secular, with no recognition of religion in it, 
i s politically suicidal. 

Shall our government require its legislative assemblies, and courts of 
justice to he opened by some proper recognition of God ; and provide 
Bibles an'l chaplains for its penitentiaries and reformatory institutions, 
its armies, and ships of war ; and the schools, where its children are 
taught during the first years of their mental and moral life, be the ordy 
place where we play the atheivSt ? Surely such schools are not what we 
want, in this impending struggle to maintain the present type of our 
state in antagonism with Rome and China, and the varied forms of infi- 
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delity that are comiag io upon us. Let us rather obey the text, and 
write Q-od, aad the truths of His Word, od the door-posts and gates 
and walls of our school rooms, as well as churches and homes. 

A state without a religion is doomed. Alas ! for us, when the name 
of the Supreme Ruler and the voices of divine truth cease to be heard 
ID the places where our children are educated ! For 'if there be any 
truth that is written broadly and vividly on all the pages of history, it 
is the declaration of the Psalm — *< The wicked shall be turned into Hell, 
and all the NATIONS that forget God." 
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